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Letters to the editor 
Frederick News-Post 
Frederick, Md. 21701 

On the day after the UN's deadline for Saddam to get out of Kuwait, on Jan urary 1 6 , 
doy Meachum wrote that Saddam's behavior was Godly -"has returned to the One Odd ho knew 
in hi native village." 

Continuing his defense of the monster Saddam in his next column, ilr . heuchum re- 
peated that Sad^iam is a man of ^od, with slight variation, vjriting of his alleged "'resig- 
fp 

nation oi the will of God 1 ." 

A' 

imking it up as he goes mid simultaneously rewriting history, he then praised 
Saddam for "refusing to launch a preemptive strike to startle his enemies." Yihat else 
did he do in murdering Kuwait - which Afr. Ai eaohum also defended by saying that he is 

/V 

no more responsible for these unspeakable horros than Presidents Johnson and Nixon were 
for the comparable bestialities Mr. Meachum thereby attributed to American troops in 
Viet Nam. 

How was Saddam going to launch any preemptive attack against most of the world? 

The war, which had already begun, was by ~he UN against Saddam, not some mythical enemy 

that Mr# Meachum does not identify^Or, with his pretense tJiat it is tiiis country alone 

that is at war with Saddam, how jas he going to launch a preemptive s$.ke against the US? 

I emphasize that this country was at war with SaddanTxSwi before this second column 

appeared. Americans had alrdady been Killed in it# So this defender of all things Arabic, 

cubU 

no matter liow terrible some have been, again ordained this u ns pe aka ble war criminal a man 
of God! 

He concludes tliis second column saying there is no such thing as "a bad peace." 
Letting Saddam get away with the rape of Kuwait would not bo a bad peace? 

Ta.Jc about "aid and comfort to the enemy, M what else have Kr Meachum and the papers 
done in their uncritical publication of his outrages against history and fact in that 
troubled part of the world? Especially with out country at war this is shameful and it is, 
as so mucA of his propaganda guised as columns are, it -- i s indecent# 

After he had time to think about it, after he knew that counties including the U.S • 
and Grtfat Britain had castigated Saddam as a wur criminal, after Saddam had paraded U.S. 
prisoners on TV, shaming them and us and flaunting the Geneva convention on the treatment 
of prisoners, after Saddam had launched terror attacks against Saudi Arabia and Israel 
with the Scud missies that are so inaccurate they are not considered capable of being 
aimed at military targets, did Kir. Meachum retract a single word or make any apology? 

Of course not. He xoiows all there is to know, is never wrong and we who do not see and 
think as he does are yokels beneath his notice. So he instead wrote a colu/if on that world- 
shaking event, an alleged lack of internal communication inside the city government over 
the ShooKstw/Sh Hoad controversy# 
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Whether under his influence or for other and not impartial reasons and without a 
■ingle word condemning Saddam, in the same edition Miriam Memaraadeghi aoes some of her 
own rewriting of history, of fact, and, her words, of 'international law." She wrote: 

"The Iraqi occupation (sic) of Kuwait is not much different thaW Israel’s occupa- 
tion of the West Bank." 

Until Jordan seized it the Wust Bank was known as what it has always been, Judea 
and Samaria, or the Jewish homeland. It had been part of the British Palestine mandate 
from World War II, prior to which it had been part of th^Sffi^Seh empire. Jordan gnabbed 
it, witliout maKing it part of Jordan, when it and the other krab states attactf'the Jews 
who had proclaimed the State of Israel. The two situations are in no sense comparable 
or identical under international law. 

There is a vast difference between a letter writer and a staff Columnist. With 
hr. Meachun* b long history of similar prop/^andistic columns in which, I remind readers 
and hia editors, he has "viTeven deprecated the crimes of Kdolph Hitler and Klaus barbie, 
as long as the papers continue to pay and publish him, especially when we are at war 
with the Saddam he defends, readers are entitgfd to think of them as the Bag^adh Newe- 
st Post* 

Harold Weisberg 



